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‘Plant trees’: the foundations of Arbor Day in Australia
david jones
Introduction
Arbor Day exists as a symbolic event where school children gather to partici-
pate in the planting of trees to celebrate the tree but also its role in the
landscape. It is a catalyst for a community commitment to the environment,
envisioned as a tool to encourage the revegetation of denuded landscapes but
also to teach young generations the wisdom of tree planting. Thus, it was the
forerunner to contemporary community and en masse school children plant-
ing days that are still known as Arbor Days in the USA and Canada, and have
been reinvented in Australia as Land Care and Greening Australia initiatives
without any clear date for the celebration. This article reviews the transmission
of the Arbor Day idea into Australia and its role in the Adelaide Park Lands
landscape.
In the southern portion of Bakkabakkandi/Park 16 of the Adelaide Park
Lands lies a forgotten place in Australia’s landscape history.1 It is here the origins
of Arbor Day in Australia lie, and from here that the mass tree and shrub planting
by school children commenced that established the traditions of the contemporary
Land Care and Greening Australia initiatives in Australia.
‘Plant trees’
The symbolic act of planting a tree has been intertwined in our cultural histories
since the earliest times. The tree is venerated in both animist and monotheist
cultures, has its textural roots in Judaist, Christian and Islamic writing where life
originates in the Garden of Eden, and much credence is given to the ‘tree of life’
as described inGenesisChapters 2 and 3. It has become emblematic as a symbol, a
meaning, a sacred place and has been deified. Eliade has concluded that ‘wemeet
sacred trees . . . in the history of every religion, in popular tradition the world
over, in primitive metaphysics andmysticism, to say nothing of iconography and
popular art’.2
In the Bible, the Psalms celebrate the role of the tree:
Happy in the man . . . who delights in the law of the Lord
And he shall be like a tree planted by streams o water
That brings forth its fruit in its season
And whose leaf does not wither.3
and
The righteous shall blossom like the palm trees
He shall grow like a cedar in Lebanon.
Planted in the house of the Lord
They shall blossom in God’s Courtyard.4
John Evelyn (1620–05), often considered as the father of ‘scientific forestry’, in
Sylva, or a Discourse on Forest-trees, and the Propagation of Timber in His Majesties
Dominions, published in 1664, put forward the virtues of scientific forestry
practice as underpinning the risk of English shipbuilding timber and the state
of reserves and forests in the UK, arguing that forestry and tree planting were
essential for the UK tomaintain its military and trade presence and growth in the
world.5
Scottish arboriculturist, founder of the then Scottish Arboricultural Society
(now Royal Scottish Forestry Society) in 1854, John Brown (1812–88), articulated
the same virtues in his significant The Forester, Being Plain and Practical Directions
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for the Planting, Rearing and General Management of Forest Trees (1847) waxed with
the necessity of healing the deforested Scottish landscape. The same argument
was launched by Brown’s brother, John Crombie Brown (1808–95) who is
known for his celebrated picturesque landscape aesthetic essays, his forestry
work in South Africa, and publications including his Forests and Moisture, or,
Effects of Forests on Humidity of Climate (1877).6
Contemporary authors have alluded to similar virtues, drawing from past
histories and exemplars. Glacken, inTraces on the Rhodian Shore (1967), reviewed
early environmental values to tree planting in theMediterranean basin. Marsh in
Man and Nature, or, Physical Geography as Modified by Human Action (1863),
reviewed the state of deterioration of the Earth’s landscape, pointing the value
and need to entertain en masse tree planting to sustain future generations,
including examples of tree plantings associated with Mediterranean swamps
and the malaria fear. Groves (1997) continued this thesis, focusing the lens upon
the British Empire where tree planting was ‘seen as [an] essential component of
radical social reform and political reconstruction’, the very essential underpinnings
of the South Australian socio-democratic real estate and immigration venture.7
Marsh, in particular, put forward an eloquent and evocative argument, much
in the same vain as Krichauff, quoted later in this article, that pleaded for the
recognition of the impact of deforestation and the need to re-plant the
landscape:
The creation of new forests . . . is generally recognized, wherever the subject has
received the attention it merits, as an indispensable measure of sound public
economy.
The objects of the restoration of the forest are as multifarious as the motives that
have led to its destruction, and as the evils which that destruction has occasioned.
It is hoped that the replanting of the mountain slopes, and of bleak and infertile
plains, will diminish the frequency and violence of those already existing, mitigate
the extremes of atmospheric temperature, humidity, and precipitation, restore
dried-up springs, rivulets and sources of irrigation, shelter the field from chilling
and from parching winds, arrest the spread of miasmatic effluvia, and finally,
furnish a self-renewing and inexhaustible supply of material indispensable to so
many purposes of domestic comfort.8
Baker celebrated the ethos of tree planting and contemporary forestry practice
around the world in his well respected I Planted Trees (1944), and Cronon put
forth the link between ‘wilderness’ and ‘nature’ as being the representative
‘garden tree’, which ‘can help us perceive and respect a nature we had forgotten
to recognize as natural’.9 More recently Cohen has analyzed the manipulation of
tree planting in Planting Nature (2004).10
These are narratives that seek to position and validate the role of tree planting,
often as singular human actions, for our origins and associations with nature.
This discourse has not, except with Cohen, considered the position of tree
planting as a vehicle for landscape renewal and importantly the act of
community-based mass planting initiatives very much identified in the Arbor
Day movement.
Arbor Day in Nebraska: history
Arbor Day in the USA originated from a dream of Julius Sterling Morton
(1832–1902). Morton’s notion was more ambitious than John Chapman’s
(1774–45) vision of distributing apple seeds to the settlers to ensure nutritional
benefits allied with the Swedenborgian Christianity model popularized in
‘Johnny Appleseed’. Rather, Morton sought to institutionalize tree planting in
American life.
Born in Adams, in upper New York state in 1832, educated at the University
of Michigan and Union College, Morton joined the western settlement dream
and ventured onto the Great Plains settling in 1854 on the banks of the Missouri
River near the present town of Nebraska City. From 1856–61 he was secretary
of the Nebraska Territory also serving as acting governor of the territory for
several months. He used the pages of the Nebraska City News, while editor, as a
vehicle to preach his arboreal evangelism. He established his residence in 1855,
that progressively was extended to create a colonial revival styled two-storey
residence, with an Italian garden designed by landscape architect Warren
Manning in 1903, with grounds that were designed by landscape architect
Frederick Law Olmsted, although Morton imported many tree species to
establish an arboretum to test their suitability for Plains use.11
Morton first proposed the idea of establishing an ‘Arbor Day’ when serving
on the Nebraska State Board of Agriculture. At a Board meeting in Lincoln on 4
January 1872, he tabled the following motion proposing that Wednesday 10
April 1872, be set aside for this purpose and be named ‘Arbor Day’.
Resolved, That Wednesday, the 10th April, 1872, be, and the same is hereby,
especially set apart and consecrated for tree planting in the State of Nebraska, and
the State Board of Agriculture hereby name it Arbor Day; and to urge upon the
studies in the history of gardens and designed landscapes: jones
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people of the State the vital importance of tree planting, hereby offer a special
premium of one hundred dollars to the agricultural society of that county in
Nebraska which shall, upon that day, plant properly the largest number of trees:
and a farm library of twenty five dollars’ worth of books to that person who, on
that day, shall plant properly, in Nebraska, the greatest number of trees.12
Two days later a letter by Morton to the editor of Omaha Daily Herald evoked
the wider social meaning of what he was proposing in the motion and the event.
‘The cultivation of trees is the cultivation of the good, the beautiful, and the
ennobling in man, and for one, I wish to see this culture become universal in the
State [sic].’13
His proposition was led by the statement, ‘Plant Trees’, which became his
epithet.14 While tree planting was his vision it was very strongly linked to the
role of education and schoolchildren. It was not an argument based solely upon
the act of tree planting. Thus, there was a community-based ethos embedded in
this vision, and one that deliberately sought to engage younger generations in
ceremonies and events. By 1892 the practice was observed in schools in some
forty states and territories across the USA. Charles Skinner had prepared the
Arbor Day Manual: An Aid in Preparing Programs for Arbor Day Exercises (1890) to
assist school staff in organizing such events, and Nathaniel Egleston wrote Arbor
Day: Its History and Observance (1896) under the auspices of the US Department
of Agriculture that formalized its acceptance within the federal government
sector.15
The Nebraska State Governor, Robert W. Furnas, in 1874, set aside the
second Wednesday in April making the first gubernatorial proclamation for its
observance, a tradition that subsequent governors continued. The Nebraska
State Legislature adopted, in 1885, April 22, Morton’s birthday, as being the
official annual date for Arbor Day ceremonies in the state. Connecticut, under
Dr Birdsey Grant Northrop (1817–98), instituted an Arbor Day in 1887, and he
also wrote Arbor Day in Schools (1892), and was instrumental in spreading this
message to Japan.16 By 1949 five states had adopted officially Arbor Day enacting
legislation designating the last Friday in April as the Day. By 1977 a total of 24
states had legislated for the Day, and this coincides with national legislation that
sets aside the last Friday in April as ‘National Arbor Day’.17
Morton later served as US Secretary of Agriculture (1893–97) under President
Grover Cleveland (1837–08). His property, including an extensive arboretum of
mature plantings that he established, now comprises Arbor Lodge State Park in
Nebraska, and was donated to the state in 1923 by his son. The house and
grounds are now on the USNational Register of Historic Places. An Arbor Day
Foundation has also been formed to promote and advance the concept of Arbor
Day.18
In Canada, in 1887 the Ontario Education Department set aside the first
Friday in May as a tree and flower planting day, under the initiative of the
Professor of Agriculture William Brown (1835–03) at Ontario Agricultural
College, now Guelph University.
This shift towards environmentalism was indicative of a larger environmental
ethical movement by the US Government whereby over the course of the
nineteenth century some 4,000,000 hectares of public land were reserved under
the Department of the Interior for parks, forestry reserves and similar public
domain purposes.19 Arbor Day was also the catalyst for the formation of the
American Forestry Association in 1875 and spurred the development of the US
Forest Service.
Planting trees in South Australia: ideology and practice
Prior to 1888 there were a few instances of ‘Arbor Day’ plantings in several
towns in South Australia, but nothing was held and orchestrated by representative
colonial government agencies or endorsed formally by the colonial government
as ‘Arbor Day’. For example, an ‘Arbor Day’ was held in the AdelaideHills town
of Hahndorf in 1886 as illustrated in Figure 7.
In 1886 the Minister of Education, Dr John Alexander Cockburn sent a
memorandum to the Boards of Advice governing school areas in the colony
proposing that a day be set aside in winter for tree planting and asking for the
support of the Boards. It appears that many Boards responded positively and
undertook some tree planting in 1886–87.20 In early 1887 Cockburn again
wrote to schools extolling the virtues of tree planting ‘in the grounds of State
schools’ and that ‘those teachers able and willing . . . give a series of object lessons
on forestry, which would be of lifelong value to the children and of ultimate
benefit to the State’.21
Cockburn (1850–29) was a liberalist, a medical practitioner, born in
Berwickshire in Scotland, who immigrated to South Australia in 1875. He
practiced medicine in the Jamestown locality in the Mid North of South
Australia, and was first elected to the colonial parliament in 1884 as member
for Burra, serving until 1898, and was a representative for the colony in the
Australasian Federation Conventions in 1890–98. During 1885–87 and 1893–98
the foundations of arbor day in australia
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he was colonial Minister of Education, while from 1889 to 1890 he was colonial
Premier, thence Colonial Agent-General based in London from 1898–01
whereafter he continued to reside, serving as Chair of the Nature Study
Association, Swanley Horticultural College, and being elected to the Council
of King’s College, amongst other organisations. He was knighted in 1900. These
interests demonstrate extensive knowledge of colonial administration but also a
passion for science and education, and particularly natural science.22
The formal notion of an ‘Arbor Day’ in South Australia appears to have
originated from questions and correspondence from Cockburn. He was then
colonialMinister of Education under theDowner administration, and later became
Premier. The term of ‘Arbor Day’ first appeared in the Adelaide media in 1887
when reviewing the ‘gardening for schoolchildren’ policy that Cockburn set in
place as Minister of Education.23 Dr Richard Schomburgk (1811–91), director of
the Adelaide Botanic Garden, attributed the ‘idea’ as originating fromCockburn in
his Annual Report to parliament,24 and John Ednie Brown (1848–99), the second
Conservator of Forests of the colony of South Australia, stated in a paper presented
to the Central Agricultural Bureau on 15 April 1889, that:
I need not say more at present, but remark that to Dr. Cockburn, M.P., is due the
honour of first bringing the subject before the public, and that I ask for a full
response to our first Arbor Day.25
While Cockburn has clearly been attributed as the originator for the ‘idea’ of
transplanting the Nebraskan concept of Arbor Day into South Australia, it is
very evident that the Hon. Friedrich Eduard Heinrich Wulf Krichauff MLC
(1824–04) embraced the concept, becoming its chief champion, and that Brown
quietly and dutifully enabled, facilitated and supplied Krichauff with information
and evidence with which to inform his political speeches.
The topic of Arbor Day appears to have been first formally discussed in
colonial government circles at the inaugural Central Agricultural Bureau’s
meeting on 7 January 1889, in Adelaide. The Central Agricultural Bureau was
an Adelaide-based colony-level management board for the newly created
Bureau of Agriculture that was established by the colonial parliament to advance
South Australian agriculture. Apart from the Central Agricultural Bureau, many
bureaux were established in agricultural communities and regions elsewhere in
the colony. The Secretary of the Bureau, Albert Molineux, facilitated a highly
successful vertical information dissemination system, aided by the regular Journal
of the Bureau of Agriculture issues and meetings, and the more public monthly The
Garden and Field journal. The latter, while based in South Australia, garnered a
large Australia-wide subscription because there was no equivalent newspaper
and because Molineux drew upon a vast collection of the latest overseas
literature, often translated from German, Russian, Italian, Spanish, French,
and supported by knowledgeable correspondents in different colonies as well
as South Australia. Because Molineux was also editor of The Garden and Field
some 2–3 pages were allocated to considerable scientific advances in horticul-
ture, agriculture, arboriculture and forestry.
The year 1889 was an important one in the culture of Adelaide and South
Australia. The city was still recuperating from the successful International
Adelaide Jubilee Exhibition (1887–88), and bade farewell to Governor Sir
William Robinson (1834–97), in March 1889 with much disappointment in
losing a very popular colonial governor. Robinson’s replacement was the Right
Honourable Algernon Hawkins Thomond Keith-Falconer (1852–1930), the
ninth Earl of Kintore, who arrived on the Orient on 11 April 1889 amidst
‘festivities [that] lasted the whole day’.26 Despite colonial apprehensiveness,
the Earl of Kintore proved a very worthy replacement and lent his personal
involvement and commitment to the inaugural Arbor Day event.
The inaugural meeting of the Central Agricultural Bureau was held in the
offices of the Conservator of Forests, John Ednie Brown, in the colonial office
complex on King William Street in Adelaide. Representatives at the meeting
included Krichauff, Molineux, Sir Samuel Davenport, William Austin Horn,
Schomburgk, Robert Homburg MHA, Brown, Professor William Lowrie,
Henry Kelly, Thomas Hardy and C. J. Valentine.27
This was a significant gathering of some of the most senior scientific agricul-
tural, horticultural and arboricultural minds and proponents in South Australia,
if not in Australia, at the time. Krichauff (1824–04), was trained in Prussia as a
gardener and botanist, immigrated to Adelaide in 1848, served in the colonial
parliament (1857–82, 1884–94), elected chair of the Central Bureau at the
meeting, was a leading proponent of scientific forestry and a reformist parlia-
mentarian. To him is credited the legislation and foundation of forestry in South
Australia. The break in his parliamentary service is very relevant here as he
resigned in 1882 to take a two-year tour of the USA and Europe, including a
train ride through the western states and along the broad Platte River valley.
Nebraska indelibly remained in his mind as did the similarities between the
Nebraskan plains and the semi-arid often treeless pastoral landscapes of South
Australia:28
studies in the history of gardens and designed landscapes: jones
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. . . about 50 miles west from the Missouri River and Omaha City you enter the
Great Platta Valley [sic]. . . . In 1882 you passed long distances in the first 200 miles
of valley without observing many improvements, as much of the land is held by
speculators, but where colonists have settled you find large groves of cottonwood
trees planted around the farm, as this tree grows where other kinds of timber fail.
In spring a special day is appointed a holiday, in which the entire population
join hands in tree planting. On this Arbor Day little boys vie with their parents in
planting trees, and premiums are given to those who plant the largest number, and
yet satisfactory. It is said that one farmer planted one day from sunrise to sundown
14,000 trees, and during the whole of spring over 200,000. It is a pleasure to see the
field surrounded by cottonwood trees, as shelter and windbreak against the
westerly winds for stock and more valuable trees, and again large groves, thus
relieving the former monotony of the immense plains.29
The image of the Nebraskan plains and the tree planting is launched as a major
argument, but he also drew analogies to his adopted landscape. ‘Beautiful as the
prairies look in spring, they look of a dull drab colour at other times, and the
dreary melancholy solitude is to the eye wearisome, and leaves a very depressing
and melancholy impression unless broken by these plantations, like oases in the
desert.’30 It is probable that Krichauff stayed in Nebraska City andOmaha on his
travels given the quality of these reminiscences. But, there is no evidence that
Krichauff and Morton met in 1882 nor that correspondence occurred between
the two arboreal proponents.
Molineux (1832–09), immigrated to South Australia in 1839, was ‘the driving
force in the advances of South Australian agriculture’ and served as Secretary of
the Bureau.31 Davenport (1818–06) was a statesman-like parliamentarian (c.
1846–57) and horticultural proponent, and had pioneered olive (Olea europaea)
culture in South Australia. Horn (1841–22), was a prosperous pastoralist and
mining investor who had a penchant for Victorian era garden estate creation and
statuary. Schomburgk (1811–91), also Prussian born and trained in horticulture,
was director of the Adelaide Botanic Garden and a proponent of tree planting in
the rural landscape. Homburg (1848–12) was a lawyer and parliamentarian, and
served as Minister for Education (1904–05) before being elevated as a justice on
the Supreme Court of South Australia (1905–12). Brown (1848–99), trained in
Scotland as a sylviculturist, was the second Conservator of Forests for the
colony, a leader in Australian arboricultural and forestry advancement, and a
member of the influential Scottish Brown family who were proponents of
scientific arboricultural theory and practice. Brown is largely credited with
establishing the South Australian economic forestry regime, pioneering
Monterey pine (Pinus radiata) propagation and cultivation in Australia, the
foundations of the Australian forestry tertiary education system, and the founda-
tions of economic forestry regimes in New SouthWales andWestern Australia.
Lowrie (1857–1933) who was born and trained in Scotland in agriculture, was
the second Principal of the Roseworthy Agricultural College. Kelly was a
farmer and viticulturist. Hardy (1830–1912), was a prominent viticulturist.
Valentine was Chief Inspector of Stock in the colony.32
Krichauff was elected chair at the meeting on 7 January 1889, and ‘ . . .
directed [the] attention [of the Central Bureau] to the desirableness for the
establishment of an Arbor Day’.33 The meeting instructed Brown to prepare a
suitable report on the proposal for discussion by the Bureau.Molineux proposed
that municipal District Councils and school officials throughout the colony be
approached as to their potential involvement and to the suitability of the
Queen’s Birthday or Coronation Day as a suitable date for the event:
The Bureau should communicate, with the various District Councils and the
heads of schools, asking them to consider the advisableness of establishing such a
day about the anniversary of the Queen’s Birthday or the Coronation Day and if
possible to arrange a programme for each centre of operations.34
At the next meeting of the Central Agricultural Bureau, on 11 February 1889,
Krichauff read a summation of the history of the Nebraska Arbor Day in North
America to the meeting. Several members of the Bureau also advised that Arbor
Day events had been recently held in the Adelaide Hills settlements of
Balhannah and Hahndorf.35 Thereupon the meeting agreed ‘ . . . that each
District Council in the Colony might appoint an arbor day every year’.36
Krichauff’s summation was quoted in The [Adelaide] Observer the following
week, recording a short history of the events surrounding the first Nebraska
Arbor Day held 17 years prior reporting that some 12 million trees were planted
on that occasion.37
At a subsequent meeting of the Central Agricultural Bureau, on 15 April
1889, Brown read a paper entitled ‘Arbor Day in South Australia’ putting
forward a nationalist ideology:
The drawing power of trees has been proverbial in all history. Their unseen and
unfelt domination in human life has made and unmade nations. The best poetry
and songs of the world are associated with forest trees, and indeed the most
progressive nations have been cradled amongst them.38
the foundations of arbor day in australia
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Continuing this line of argument, Brown articulated the high moral values
that would inculcate South Australian schoolchildren with their potential
involvement:
If children are taught to sow and plant, and watch and wait for the development of
trees or plants of any kind, they must acquire habits of patience, observation, and
kindliness; and they cannot fail to be embued with a regard for the trees and plants
which are the result of so much patience already on their part; and thus they will
acquire a respect of works of nature and art wherever they may exist, and we may
thus hope that the succeeding generations will not be guilty of those gross acts of
vandalism which to some extent is characteristics of many of the youth of the
present day, who do not hesitate upon every opportunity to cut and bark growing
trees and plants in our public parks and squares.39
In conclusion, he stated that it seemed:
. . . appropriate enough that South Australia should inaugurate for Australasia an
annual holiday for such a purpose.
[I] beg respectfully to name the 20th June as about the most suitable time of the
year for a system of general planting over the various climate districts of the
colony, at the same time that it will celebrate the ascension of Her Majesty
the Queen to the throne . . . I therefore suggest that Parliament be requested to
ask the Governor to proclaim this as Arbor Day and a national holiday.40
The editor of The [Adelaide] Register quoted this report concurring with
Brown’s moral position and arguments, but pointing to the impracticalities of
what he proposed. The editor expressed concern as to the lack of arboricultural
knowledge and skill of teachers and the lack of sufficient space in many school
yards to enable planting. Indeed, ‘there would be no space left for next year’s
holiday, unless the children adopted the popular plan of pulling up their plants to
see how they were getting on, and thus made room for new’.41
Despite this media criticism, the members of the Bureau gathered momen-
tum for the idea. Davenport, Hardy and Kelly agreed at the next meeting of the
Central Bureau, on 6 May, to approach the Minister of Education (1887–89),
Joseph Colin Francis Johnson (1848–04), to seek the implementation of the
motion and to ‘make all necessary arrangements’.42 The meeting was held but
Davenport reported at the subsequent meeting, on 20 May, that ‘the Minister
was generally favourable to the idea, but foresaw difficulties in respect to
financial matters as well as trouble in organisation’. Undeterred the meeting
determined to approach the City of Adelaide, and Krichauff, Brown and Hardy
‘were deputed to interview the Mayor of Adelaide upon the subject’ and
approach the Inspector-General of Schools, Mr John Hartley, as to involve-
ment.43 Both meetings were more successful. The meeting with Mayor
(1888–89) James Shaw (1846–1910) was very positive, enlisting Town Clerk
(1869–98) Thomas Worsnop (1821–98) and the Council’s support as well as
their attendance at any meeting of the Central Bureau’s prospective Arbor Day
Committee. By this time the Bureau had established a special committee to
action the overall recommendation to instigate an Arbor Day.
A meeting involving school principals and representatives of the Central
Bureau was convened on 25 May 1889 in the offices of the Bureau of
Agriculture. In attendance were Krichauff, Kelly and Molineux on behalf of
the Central Bureau, C. Lyons (East Torrens), E. S. Wigg (North Adelaide),
H. Gooch (Unley), J. Nicholson (Glenelg) and J. Ashton (Hindmarsh) represent-
ing various School Boards of Association, together with Shaw and Worsnop.
This Committee determined:
This it is advisable [sic], for the present year, to inaugurate an Arbor Day in
connection with the City and Suburban Schools. That the most convenient day
would be June 20th . . . 44
and that an Arbor Day Committee would include Shaw, [Sir] John Langton
Bonython (1848–39), Hardy, Lyons, Joseph Ashton, Krichauff, Kelly and
Brown, with Molineux being elected Secretary of the Committee.45 It appears
that Shaw immediately sought and personally inspected suitable sites for the
event in the Adelaide Park Lands.
Shaw hosted the next meeting of the Committee in the Mayor’s Parlour on 4
June. He successfully proposed a site in the southern portion of Bakkabakkandi/
Park 16, and the meeting resolved ‘that ten children be selected by ballot
amongst the scholars for each hundred attending each school’. The Central
Bureau wrote to the Council, on the same day, accepting the Council’s ‘offer of
a portion of the Park Lands, . . . for tree planting by the children of the City and
Suburban Schools [and in addition requested the Council] . . . kindly cause such
land to be prepared and have the necessary holes dug in readiness for the
planting’.46
While the Council had proposed a suitable venue, at its meeting on 10 June it
rejected the suggestion that they cultivate the ground ready for the plantings.47
As a consequence the Central Bureau took responsibility for this work:
‘Contracts for digging holes 3 ft · 3 ft · 2 ft [0.9 · 0.9 · 0.6 m] deep had
studies in the history of gardens and designed landscapes: jones
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been entered into at 4d [four pence] and for properly filling at 1d [one penny]
each’.48 Despite this, at the same meeting Shaw reported to the councillors that:
It is expected that between six and seven hundred boys would take part in the
proceedings, also His Excellency the Governor would be present, and he had
invited the members of the Suburban Corporations to assist on that occasion.49
With all these meetings and deliberations, the inaugural Arbor Day took place
on the morning of Thursday 20 June 1889, ‘at a site granted by the City Council
on the Park Lands fronting the Beaumont-road and abutting on the Brownhill
Creek-road, just south of the Old Racecourse’.50
This was a site that Brown had previously investigated as part of hisReport on a
System of Planting the Adelaide Park Lands.51 In this he observed that the extant
vegetation at the site was poor in condition and form and, in his opinion, should
be felled, grubbed and replanted with more suitable species.52 Thus Brown had
previously set forth the need to renovate this portion of Bakkabakkandi/Park
16, observing that the ‘soil here is of good quality’ and proposing a suitable
species list. The latter was not implemented at the time but it is interesting to
compare this list to the species that were planted on Arbor Day the specimens for
which Brown sourced from the nurseries under his department and made freely
available for use on the day.53
Arbor Day in Adelaide: the event
Newly elected Mayor (var. 1889–11, 21–23) Lewis Cohen (1849–33) summar-
ized the event in his Annual Report to Council:
School children to the number of about 5,000 were mustered in Victoria Square
. . . each school being preceded by its drum and fife band, and boys bearing flags of
a distinctive colour. The procession was considerably over a quarter of a mile in
length, and was accompanied by an immense concourse of spectators to the
planting ground.54
Cohen’s report belies the pomp and grandeur of the event as well as the numbers
involved. It also disguises the fact that the weather on the morning was ‘cold and
figure 1. Contemporary aerial photograph of Bakkakkandi/Park 16/Victoria Park Racecourse
in the south-eastern corner of the Adelaide Park Lands indicating the location of the Arbor Day within
the copse of existing mature trees. Source: abridged from the City of Adelaide archives.
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bleak’.55 Led by the Police Band and the Police Mounted Troopers, the
cavalcade departed from Victoria Square (now Victoria Square/
Tarndanyangga), in the centre of Adelaide, at 9.30 a.m. The students, comprising
some 3500–4000 children, from many state schools and five private schools in
Adelaide, ‘marched with bands playing and flags flying’ under the direction of
Lieutenant-Colonel L. G. Madley.56
Upon their arrival at the planting site, at about 10.15 a.m., some 757 planting
squads ‘decorated with various coloured rosettes’ were directed to their respec-
tive sites. There were 757 holes dug, 757 selected children to plant the young
trees, and trowels provided by the Forest Department. Here the squads found
holes already dug ‘containing trees direct from the [Forest Department’s]
nurseries, and all that was required of them . . . was to the lift the young trees
. . . from the pots . . . place them in the holes, and throw the earth around’.57
TheBureau prepared a double-foolscap sized two-page programmeof the events
of the morning and distributed the leaflet to schools and through the Journal of the
Bureau of Agriculture, with the ‘programme of proceedings for the inauguration of
ArborDay . . . ’ on one side and a ‘Sketch Plan of PortionAdelaide Park Lands to be
Planted by Pupils of City and Suburban Schools . . . 1889’ on the reverse.58
Brown had prepared the very detailed ‘Sketch Plan’ to facilitate the planting
activities efficiently on the site. This plan, dated 17 June 1889, carries Brown’s
signature. A reporter for The Observer concluded that ‘this plan is an excellent
one, as every school will know the numbers of the trees, and each planter the
tree he or she planted on the . . . ’ day.59 Clearly demarked spaces were provided
for each school area to the immediate north-east of the former Beaumont Road
carriage drive, a roadway closed for vehicular access in the 1960s, to the west of
Brownhill-Creek Road (now Fullarton Road), with ‘two entrance gates for
planters’, a reserve for singers, and a rectangular ‘ceremonial platform’ within a
small rectangular ‘reserve for invitation ticket holders’.60
At 10.45 a.m. all turned attention to the dignitaries and the speeches ‘of consider-
able lengthupon the advantages ofArborDay and trees generally’ givenbyKrichauff,
the Earl of Kintore, Johnson, and Shaw.61 Krichauff, garnering the spirit and
perceived importance of the event, sought to espouse the virtue of tree planting:
I am sure that if the trees planted by their hands grow up they will be regarded as a
memorial of this occasion, and will serve to keep the memory alive to the fact that
their Excellencies had engaged in tree-planting in the city of Adelaide.62
Turning to the USA, he set the scene about the impacts of deafforestation and
the role Arbor Day had had in turning around the progressive defoliation of the
Mid West:
The coastal States went on constantly with the extermination of the forests that
Nature had planted along the Atlantic and in California . . . no less than one
million acres of trees were cut down every year for the requirements of cultiva-
tion. . . . You do not see that sort of thing in the central territories of the
USA. There, having the extensive prairies containing no trees whatever, or
only along a few watercourses, the pioneers decided that it would not do for
themmerely to cultivate the grain—they knew that they would have to get timber
for domestic purposes and for firewood—and then were Arbor days inaugurated.
. . . This was more especially the case in the State of Nebraska, and, as many of you
may have seen in to-day’s Register, no less than 600,000,000 of trees have been
planted there during the last seventeen years. I for my part recollect that in 1878 no
less than 10,000,000 forest trees were planted there.63
figure 2. Extract from a Report on a System of Planting the Adelaide Park Lands (1880) by
John Ednie Brown indicating the Arbor Day site. Source: J. E. Brown, Report on a System of
Planting the Adelaide Park Lands, Adelaide, 1880; reproduced with the permission of the City of
Adelaide Archives, with graphic additions by the author, 2008.
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The Earl of Kintore planted the first tree, a weeping Scotch elm (Ulmus glabra),
about 3 m high. His wife, the Countess, planted a bunya-bunya tree (Araucaria
bidwillii), and their daughters, Ladies Ethel Sydney and Hilda Madelina Keith-
Falconer, planted an Indian cedar (Cedrus deodara) and a Moreton Bay fig (Ficus
macrophylla) respectively.64
With the formal proceedings finished,Molineux fired his gun whereupon the
students and their teachers planted their allotted trees as did other guests and
dignitaries. Some 757 trees were planted on the day by the children.
The Conservator of Forests and his department provided the trees, and the
selections planted were mostly eucalyptus corynocalyx, eucalyptus diversicolor,
eucalyptus cornuta, pinus insignus, pinus pinasta, pinus halepensis, pinus canar-
iensis, ficus macrophylla, schnius molle, laganuria Pattersonii, the carob (ceratoni
siliqua), and cupressus torulosa [sic.].65
These species are today known as, in order, river red gum (Eucalyptus camaldu-
lensis), karri (Eucalyptus diversicolor), yate (Eucalyptus cornuta), radiata pine (Pinus
radiata), maritime pine (Pinus pinaster), Aleppo pine (Pinus halepensis), Canary
Island pine (Pinus canariensis), Moreton Bay fig (Ficus macrophylla), pepper tree
(Schinus aeria var. molle), Norfolk Island hibiscus (Lagunaria patersonii), carob
(Ceratonia siliqua), and Bhutan cypress (Cupressus torulosa).
By 12.00 p.m. the Arbor Day activities had finished and all the participants
had departed. The Forest’s Department staff, Messrs Everett, Boliver,
Somerville, Lucas, Haynes, Tepper, Brodie, Murray, Niemann, and
Woodlands, with Brown supervising, checked all the new plantings, and com-
pleted staking and watering.66 Unfortunately ‘some evil-disposed person or
persons stole and damaged several of the young trees’. Mayor Shaw ‘had the
trees replaced, and nearly the whole of them are now in a thriving condition’ he
reported later in his Annual Report to Council.67
The media recorded the event with mixed apprehensions crediting merit but
questioning whether the event would continue. The Observer concluded that ‘it
figure 3. Arbor Day in South Australia: A Program of Proceeding for the Inauguration of
Arbor Day . . ., Central Agricultural Bureau of South Australia, Arbor Day Committee, June
1889. Source: image courtesy of and reproduced with the permission of the State Library of South
Australia, SLSA: 634.956 A666.
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would be a good thing to have waste places of the colony covered with planes
[Platanus spp.], or oaks [Quercus spp.], or pines [Pinus spp.], or whatever trees are
best adapted to the condition of the case’. The Advertiser concurred that ‘ . . . our
native forests are few and far between, except in the hilly districts, and on the
treeless plains it is left to man to remedy the deficiencies of nature’.68
Despite these apprehensions, the event caught the attention and involvement
of the colony. Events immediately followed in August 1889 in the towns of
Gawler, Johnson’s own electorate, in Hahndorf and Mount Barker in the
Adelaide Hills, in Kapunda, and in Jamestown, which was in Cockburn’s
electorate. Plantings occurred throughout the colony regularly in successive
years, including at Mount Gambier in 1890 as depicted in Figure 8.69
Cockburn, in his inaugural speech as newly elected Premier (1889–90)
included a reference to the impact of the event. As a consequence, ‘separate
Arbor Days were afterwards held at Gawler, Kapunda and Glenelg; and many of
the country schools held quiet ceremonys [sic] of the kind in their own grounds’.
Arbor Days continued to occur in South Australia in subsequent years and more
towns and schools participated in the event amidst much flag-waving and
nationalist sentiment as 1901 was the dawn of the federation of the Australian
colonies into a Commonwealth so acts of community bonding to the bosom of
the nation’s soil were commonplace.
Accompanied with this nationalistic sentiment was a growing emotional
attachment to the gum (Eucalyptus spp.) tree, but also to the wattle (Acacia
spp.).Wattle Day originated in South Australia from this ethos linked to military
servicemen overseas and returned soldiers, and in 1910 Bird Day was established
alongside Arbor Day in South Australia. Interestingly, all three celebratory
figure 4. Sketch plan of portion Adelaide Park Lands to be planted by pupils of city and
suburban schools on the first Arbor Day in South Australia 20 June 1889. Central Agricultural
Bureau of South Australia, Arbor Day Committee, 1889, signed by John Ednie Brown. Source:
image courtesy of and reproduced with the permission of the State Library of South Australia,
SLSA: 634.956 A666.
figure 5. Arbor Day, Victoria Park, 1889. Photograph of the Arbor Day plantings, looking
south-west, of school children planting trees with Lord Kintore in uniform walking around observing
the activities. Source: image courtesy of and reproduced with the permission of the State Library of
South Australia, SLSA: B 1699/A.
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community engagement events originated in South Australia and spread to the
rest of the Australian states. The reason for this ethos may lie in the strong
Quaker and liberalist intelligentsia Prussian emigres to the colony, but also that a
significant amount of the foundation of Australian natural science inquiry and
advancement occurred in South Australia between the 1870s and 1930s.
Walter Gill (1851–29), the third Conservator of Forests (1890–23), later
observed that Cockburn, as Mayor of Jamestown, ‘ultimately changed a suffocat-
ing dustbin into an attractive township worthy to hold pride of place in the
northern district, ‘‘embowered in the greenwood so shady and so still’’’.70 Gill also
recognized the practicalities of the initiative, believing that such events would not
in themselves afforest the South Australian countryside but would heighten
community respect for and appreciation of the tree and tree conservation.71
Arbor Day: trees and layout
The Arbor Day site is located in the south-eastern corner of the Adelaide Park
Lands. This portion is within Bakkabakkandi/Park 16, a segment of the
Adelaide Park Lands, and forms part of the former Victoria Park Racecourse
within the Park Lands. The term ‘Bakkabakkandi’ is a toponym derived from
Kaurna language meaning ‘to trot; a term applied to horses’, implying the
association of the larger park area to horse racing since the early 1840s. This
toponym was adopted by the City of Adelaide Council during a dual naming
process for the Park Lands as part of its commitment to the Australian Aboriginal
reconciliation process.72
Prior to the Arbor Day plantings there was little evidence of the original
indigenous open woodland environment that once graced this portion of the
Adelaide Park Lands. Characterised by river red gum (Eucalyptus camaldulensis)
and grey box (Eucalyptus microcarpa), these specimens had long since been felled
and grubbed, and in their place previous City Gardeners had attempted estab-
lishing Eucalyptus specimens but they had been ‘planted too close’ together and
consequentially were of a good size but poor in aesthetic character.73
In 1880 Brown reviewed this portion of Bakkabakkandi/Park 16 in hisReport
on a System of Planting the Adelaide Park Lands (1880), and recommended the
figure 6. Arbor Day: sketches at the inaugural ceremony, The Pictorial Australian, June
1889, p. 93.
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felling and grubbing of extant specimen trees, and their replacement with ‘dark-
foliaged trees’. His recommendations for suitable tree specimens included:
Araucaria excelsa [now Araucaria heterophylla] (Norfolk Island pine); Pinus hale-
pensis (Aleppo pine), Pinus sabriniana (digger pine), Pinus longifolia [now Pinus
wallichiana] (Bhutan pine), Pinus gerardiana (Chilgoza pine), Pinus canariensis
(Canary Island pine), Pinus maritima [now Pinus pinaster] (maritime pine), Pinus
ponderosa (western yellow pine), Pinus cembra (Austrian pine), Pinus radiata
(Monterey pine), Pinus lambertina [now Cupressus macrocarpa ‘Lambertina’]
(Lambert cypress), Cedrus deodara (deodar cedar), Abies excelsa, Abies douglasii
(Douglas fir), Juniperus virginiana (pencil cedar), Ulmus suberosa [now Quercus
suber] (cork oak),Ulmus montana [nowUlmus glabra] (Scotch elm),Robinia pseud-
acacia [now Robinia pseudoacacia] (false acacia), Platanus acerifolia [now Platanus ·
acerifolius] (London plane), Ficus macrophylla (Moreton Bay fig), Legunaria
patersonii [now Lagunaria patersonii] (Norfolk Island hibiscus), Melia azedarach
[now Melia azedararch var. australasica] (white cedar), Eucalyptus globulus
(Tasmanian blue gum), Eucalyptus corynocalyx [now Eucalyptus cladocalyx] (sugar
gum), and Cupressus lawsoniana [now Chamaecyparis lawsoniana] (Lawson
cypress).74
Brown’s 1889 plan for plantings at the Arbor Day site depicts a series of
segments per school area layout on the north-eastern flank of the former
Beaumont Drive. There is no clarity in the documentation as to whether regular
or irregular planting patterns were employed. We do know, however, that the
regal party planted specimens of the weeping Scotch elm (Ulmus glabra), bunya-
bunya tree (Araucaria bidwillii), Indian cedar (Cedrus deodara), Moreton Bay fig
(Ficus macrophylla), and that the school children planted some 757 specimens of
river red gum (Eucalyptus cladocalyx), karri (Eucalyptus diversicolor), yate
(Eucalyptus cornuta), radiata pine (Pinus radiata), maritime pine (Pinus pinaster),
Aleppo pine (Pinus halepensis), Canary Island pine (Pinus canariensis), Moreton
Bay fig (Ficus macrophylla), pepper tree (Schinus aeria var. molle), Norfolk Island
figure 8. Arbor Day tree planting inside the Mount Gambier craters at Mount Gambier,
1890. Source: image courtesy of and reproduced with the permission of the State Library of South
Australia, SLSA: B 3072.
figure 7. Arbor Day tree planting at Hahndorf in the Adelaide Hills, published in 1889.
Source: image courtesy of and reproduced with the permission of the State Library of South
Australia, SLSA: B 29748.
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figure 9. Photograph of the Arbor Day site looking north-east, with a grove of sugar gums
(Eucalyptus cladocalyx) in the foreground. Source: 2008, author.
figure 10. Photograph of the Arbor Day site (right side of cycle path) looking north-east with
the present cycle path on the former Beaumont Road alignment. Source: 2008, author.
figure 11. Photograph of the Arbor Day site (right side of cycle path) looking north-west, with
a copse of Aleppo pines (Pinus halepensis) in the background. Source: 2008, author.
figure 12. Photograph of the Arbor Day site (left side of cycle path) looking south-east with
sugar gums (Eucalyptus cladocalyx) in the background, and Aleppo pines (Pinus halepensis) in the
foreground. Source: 2008, author.
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hibiscus (Lagunaria patersonii), carob (Ceratonia siliqua), and Bhutan cypress
(Cupressus torulosa).75
Today, on site, there is no plaque or memorial commemorating the event nor
providing visitor information. Beaumont Drive has been erased from the
landscape and replaced with revegetation areas although roadside perimeter
plantings of river red gum (Eucalyptus camaldulensis), grey box (Eucalyptus
microcarpa) and sugar gum (Eucalyptus cladocalyx) are evident.
Vegetation on the actual site consists of mature specimens, probably planted
in the 1880s and 1890s, and some disjunct specimens of more recent plantings.
There is no formal geometrical planting pattern evident, but the former include
elderly specimens of river red gum (Eucalyptus camaldulensis) and sugar gum
(Eucalyptus cladocalyx) in the central and southern portions of the area comprising
the East Torrens to Sturt Street School areas. To the north-west are also elderly
specimens of Aleppo pine (Pinus halepensis) in the Hindmarsh-Parkside Schools
areas. To the north-eastern perimeter of the area is a line of mature pepper trees
(Schinus aeria var. molle) along the creek edge that separates the site from the
Racecourse. Scattered the length of the site are some six single elderly and
juvenile specimens of Aleppo pine (Pinus halepensis), grey box (Eucalyptus micro-
carpa), Canary Island pine (Pinus canariensis), and karri (Eucalyptus diversicolor).
There are no specimens of yate (Eucalyptus cornuta), radiata pine (Pinus radiata),
maritime pine (Pinus pinaster), Moreton Bay fig (Ficus macrophylla), Norfolk
Island hibiscus (Lagunaria patersonii), carob (Ceratonia siliqua), Bhutan cypress
(Cupressus torulosa), weeping Scotch elm (Ulmus glabra), bunya-bunya tree
(Araucaria bidwillii), or Indian cedar (Cedrus deodara).76
TheCity of Adelaide organized a commemorative ceremony on 20 June 1989, in
conjunction with a coordinating committee comprising representatives of
Greening Australia, the state Education Department, the council, and Keep South
Australia Beautiful (KESAB).77 While the actual site was known, the Council
determined not to re-enact or undertake plantings at the original site nor erect a
memorial on the site.78 Instead it undertook a commemorative ceremony near the
original site, with planting of some 100 trees by representatives from the schools
involved at the original event, undertaking the site preparation works and donating
the young indigenous species for the ceremony. At the same time the coordination
committee successfully sought to stage simultaneous plantings at nearly two hun-
dred schools around the state on 20 June 1989, or as close as possible to this date.79
The National Trust of South Australia classified the site on 26 October 1989.
No state or national heritage recognition has been forthcoming specifically for
this place, although the larger Adelaide Park Lands as a spatial and cultural entity,
given its unique town planning theoretical model, has recently received
National Heritage registration by the Commonwealth.80
Arbor Day: Australian legacy
Krichauff’s wish was implemented throughout the Australian colonies in subse-
quent years, verymuch due to the efforts and correspondence of Brown. But things
were slow in coming. In June 1891Molineux lamented ‘Are we to have aNational
Arbor Day, and will our colonies ever realize the paramount necessity for planting
and rearingmillions uponmillions of trees for their own uses and for the necessities
of the generations that are coming immediately after us?’81 His lament turned into
an evocation of the affect of deafforestation upon the South Australian landscape:
‘Shall we have a national Arbor Day?’ Every personwho can think for one moment
upon the subject will answer in the affirmative. Let us sink for one moment the
utilitarian aspect of the question. How fearfully bleak and bare are the northern
plains and valleys! When the heat in the summer sun stands at 150 deg. F. [65.5C]
— when the magpies and crows sit behind the fence-posts and die from excessive
heat — what a fearful prospect is it for anyone who is forced to travel across those
long open vistas between the ranges of low treeless hills on each side at a distance of
three to six miles [4.8–9.6 km]. The north wind comes down for hundreds of miles
over similar open ground, throwing up additional stores of heat into its already
overladen bosom. No wonder the poor birds die— deprived of the cooling shelter
of that scrub which used to cover the place; no wonder that the horses, cows, and
sheep suffer almost unendurable torment, penned up in those shelterless paddocks;
and no wonder that the people — young and old — who occupy those exposed
farm cottages, with not a tree or a shrub within sight, get wearied of the monotony
and suffering, and long to get away to a more comfortable place. . . . Wewish to see
groves and long lines of Eucalypts across thoseNorthern plains. . . . But theymust be
planted before we can enjoy any of the advantages conferred by their presence —
and we can see no way more likely to bring about a complete fulfilment of the
universal desire, than the adoption of a universal tree-planting day [sic].82
The first official Arbor Day in Queensland occurred on 1 August 1890, and
involved some 368 schools and the planting of 5453 trees on the day.
In New South Wales the inaugural planting occurred in June 1890 at Ryde
Public School in Sydney with the first tree being planted by Lady Carrington, the
wife of the colonial Governor. This was a small event andwas dwarfed by the event
undertaken in 1891 that involved some 601 schools. The credit for this growth was
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due to newly appointed Director-General of Forests, John Ednie Brown, who
arriving from Adelaide simply advanced the South Australian precedent, and drew
upon his Department’s GosfordNursery to supply the participating schools. On 21
August 1891, Arbor Day was instituted as a public holiday in the colony, and the
Gosford Nursery provided some 100,000 free trees and shrubs.83
In Victoria Arbor Daywas introduced into state school curricula in the 1890s, and
a special Arbor Day Anthem was composed and published in the School Paper in
1896. George Perrin, trained under Brown in South Australia, became the inaugural
Conservator of Forests in Victoria in 1888, initiated the idea through the colonial
Education Department, being supported by correspondence from Brown.84
Perrin failed to successful launch Arbor Days in Tasmania after he was
appointed the inaugural Conservator of Forests in 1885 in that colony.85
In Western Australia, it took until 9 July 1937 for the event to be officially
instituted in the state school system in that state. This is despite Section 72 being
inserted into the Western Australian Forests Act 1918 that stated: ‘A day shall be
set aside in every year for the planting of trees in the several LandDivisions of the
State and [that] day shall be called ‘‘Arbor Day’’’.86 It was not until the formation
of the Tree Planters’ Association of Western Australia in May 1936 that any
action occurred. In 1936 the Association held the first Arbor Day, involving the
Lieutenant-Governor Sir James Mitchell in the ceremonial tree planting on 20
August 1936 at the Claremont Showgrounds. In the following year, some
10,000 trees were planted on Arbor Day.87 The event was held thereafter
regularly involving the Association, the Education Department and the
Forests Department. By 1939 the first Wednesday in July was designated to be
observed as ‘Arbor Day’ in Western Australia.
In the last 50 years Arbor Day as a named event has disappeared from main-
stream Australian culture. Instead, it has been enveloped by wider tree planting
initiatives under the nomenclatures of ‘Greening Australia’ and ‘Land Care’ as
part of a holistic revegetation programme for Australia’s landscapes. These
programmes often employ the role of school children in the act of tree planting
as well as associated educational activities, but the actual use of the label ‘Arbor
Day’ has largely disappeared.
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